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Mr. Geoffrey J. Butler 
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332 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
Re: State v. Branch, Case No. 20557 
Dear Mr. Butler: 
I wish to c i t e to the Court Instruct ion No. 14 (R. 183) 
as addit ional support for the S t a t e 1 s pos i t i on f taken during oral 
argument, that other ins t ruc t ions cured any poss ib l e f i f t h 
amendment problem with Instruct ion No. 19 . See Point I II of 
Brief of Respondent at 11 -13 . Instruct ion No. 14 provided: 
The law express ly g ives each defendant the 
p r i v i l e g e of remaining s i l e n t at a l l s tages 
of any proceedings against him. The fact 
that he has not taken the witness stand must 
not be considered as any ind icat ion of defen-
dant 's g u i l t , nor should you indulge in any 
presumption or inference adverse to defendant 
by reason thereof . The burden remains with 
the State to prove, by evidence, g u i l t beyond 
a reasonable doubt. 
During oral argument, I mistakenly read Ins truct ion No. 13 to the 
Court instead of t h i s i n s t r u c t i o n . 
Also, I wish to c i t e to the Court Utah Code Ann. § 76-
4-101(3) (a) (1978) as support for the S t a t e ' s argument in Point 
IV of i t s brief that , although the evidence may show a completed 
robbery, a f inding of attempted robbery i s not precluded. Brief 
of Respondent at 2 2 . 
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This supplemental a u t h o r i t y i s submit ted pursuant t o 
Utah R. App. P . 24( j ) . 
S i n c e r e l y , 
£UKJC> \U>, ^ ^^i^yt^^^ 
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